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FRICEN FOR ADVERTINING,

~  CONGRESSIONAL.

" SPEECH OF MR. HUBARD,
OF VIRGINLA,
Reprosentatives, Jone 2, 1846
Ry &m’m’ qu:tlnn.
by the chairman of the Commit-
for a reduc-

The bill L
o of ays and Means, prov
won of duties on fore their pres-
ent rales o the re ll&.‘ g under
considerstion in the Commitiee pfthe Whole,

Mr. HUBARD, of Virginia, addressed the Com-
miiies aa follown:

Mr. Cusimsay: | riss, brielly to siais my reasons
for supporing the bill under conwiderstion, snd to
show that it containe ltﬂtfh u: commend |:l w0 ll}n
favombl iidaratiun o country. '
favorable eons | |_t ‘md *.‘1:. .

“ LIBERTY, THE UNION, AND THE CONSTITUTION.”
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8 an bnposition upon the

that poliey prowetive, which peac-

the of the manulacturing
Ai m y b

£

rpdcrs eXistng high duties.
fie, nn well an the i PrEnGp. F e
former 1 chearly intended 10 sustain
retive fenturen of the bill of 1842, and has the

dJuties. The
the
direct sifect of imcreasing the rate of p as the
arucleon which the duly is laid becomes cheaper
s, for instance, & specific duty of §1 25 por 100
pounds upon ralled bar iron, was the last flacal year |
cqual to snad valorem duty of 75 per cent.  Rolled |
bar iron was then walaed &t the m-hu-u'
#1 65 per 100 pounds. Nor it 1w cloar that when
rolled 1ron fulls in price, the specific duty of §1 26/
F.fmpumvmmmﬂm of ad valorem |
Juty! thus grving the manufacturer hgher protection,
exactly in proportion as iron falls in price. The |
effvet of this ineresse of duly asiron becomes 3
in more el lly o twde the of it |
thun pre _I;;i m deriving any |
reasonable amount of revenue from that soures. But |
in doing that, you also curtail the commeree of the |
country, thereby doing great injury to other great |
The ¥ hifu-y‘llli-gmou

L

than the

f:z"

of bigh dutics is 10 sustain or enhance the price
protecied article. In either event, the con-
sumers have to pay more than they otherwise
would. But having, on a former occasion, chal-
lenged gentleman 1o refute the able and conclusive

€ the. b b ber from
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] which demonstrates that
high duties enhanca the valus ofghe goads on which
they are imposed, and finding po one fore
either able or willing on that sida of the Hause to

in jasue with hum on that paint, [ will conelude
this branch of the subject by citing again one or
two eximets from hia report, No. 481, let seasion
of the 33 Congress:

“The dootrine that ditios of impont cheapin the price af
the articles upon which they sie levied, seems o conflicd
with the first diciates of common senie 4 s v ¢
“It i e 1o the natarl rourve of things

L]

obinoxious
more inj
ry valuations.
declares that * manafeet
colored, printed, or . and not |
value tweily cents per square ,'t:l‘r\'l;‘:‘hl]l be vnIm-d !
al lwenly conts per square yard, pay a “uly |
of 30 'r cenum ad valorem. Now, n:dﬂ thz‘
legulauve device, plain white cotten, eowting «ix
cents per yard, is 1o be valued at your eustom-
houses a8 b, in faet, it cost \wenty cents; and
they are to exact a duty of 30 per ceat. il va-
larem, ot upon the real cost of six cents the yard,
but th fietidiows price of 90 cems the yard. By
this minimum syatem of taxing e white col-
tons, you in fact tax thoss costing only six cents
ihe yard when imported, the enormous duty of six
cents the yard. By a species of hocus pocus le-
o into the hel

under lative fict and arbitra-
As, for inatance, the law
ures of cotioa, not dyed,

ol : i

that you only levy &

cheap white eotton

yet, in fact, shou

inporied, they w have 10

duty, But this minimum Fh%
on

imponing & much

gooda costing y it not
equally fair and just to impose an ad va dury
on white cotton goods costing only six cents (he
yard? Nay, sir, justice and in the. latter
imperiously demand it; because the coarse cheap

by the olasnes whoul

contrary
w ddicium 19 the cost shawld ba o veduction af Ihe price
of an arvicle.  * . e * > » .4
“lut the daty wpon the anticles imported from abroad
wnahled thir domestic producer 1o enter Inte fompetition with
the imparter sbrosd. Ko long s this compelition oontinues,
the duly operstes as & beuniy or promiam o the demer'ss
. But by whom s it puld! Certsinly by the
s chawer of the article, whether of foreign or of desmestic
manulsctare. The dafy constitutes & pari of the price of
the whaie mass of the srticle in the market Tt is snbetan.
Hally paid upon the article of demeatic masulacture, as wall
s upus that of foreige production. Upon one it is & besnty,
upon the other o bu. dew and the repesl of the tax must op
erute ue o8 syuivalent reduction of the price of the erticle,
whather foreigs or domestic . . . .
“The general e
of thearticle 1o the eafeni of the ndditional duty, and
i ln then paid by the comsumer. If i wore not so| if the
u:mul -ﬂu of adding to aduty wers to make the price of
articles upon which It is levied lees, the converse ol the
proposition would slso be true; and the opsration for in-
;k price -rhth- l-nnurlmm- would be 1o re
peal the duty u) the same srticle lm, —&N sEpri-
wewd which {hl‘}::'ﬂl of euv intermal m,' will mat be

deaivons of .y

l;thhlﬂmb«fmui- n»nlinlli: ]
foct, yet it proj greatly to reduce the existin
r:l du!L. and !E:f.on. pro tenio, sliould be -up‘.
Eﬁd by every democrat. The of thin
Il will be a great movement in bebalf of trade.
The whigs had twe ob in view in passing the
torifl lnw of 1842 ware for a and
not simply a revenue tarifl. If they were for reve-
nus alone, they should vote for the bill now before
s Bnﬁrulhnum.aa one has ate
to prove, by fagt or argument, that the bill now
- would not raise an -dequ-wr mng.
muy declamation, savoring more of dread lest
they may lose protection than lnl;‘juu apprehension
of vot raising sfficient , hns been indulged
in; but we can prove that heretofore, on several oc-
camionn, when the duties were mod: rate, importa

in made, be more lightly taxed
then the finer and more costly article bought by the
more weallhy. Thnwrdnhh:nh of !..n]in origin,

ile | tn

greatly i d. From these facts we are war-
ranted in that a reduction of existing du-
tiew will also be fellowed by a great increane in our
imjarts.  From the data we have, we think it fair
that the imy will be incronsed by re-

and means the I-': or q Yiw
marimum menos 1 test or largest quantity
With this plain and ob‘:':u Mlmrhttm the
meaning of the two words, yet the former is se-
lected and used in the bill of 1842, to desi

mosing these extravagant duties of 184210 a vastly
greater ratio than we shall lower the duties, great as
that reduction is proposed by this Lill 10 be. For
these , we think a reduction of lutien, fol-

a
price which in fact i & when we take
into consideration the average valne of white cotion
goods usually consumed in the country. There in
no good reason for using either of these urbitrary
ternin, o they ouly tend to render the law more

difficult of wm;ﬂnﬂm’ th the great mass of the
ople.  For the first time in tlfa himory of our
ederl legislation, we now to intmduce rn-

tirely in  tarill bill the ad velorewi system of taxa
tion. ‘This of itself in a powerful argument in fa-
vor of the bill now under eonsideration,

After years of o discussion, and varied mu-
tations of parties, tmmay have at lnst so far
nuccreded in vindh-l.inﬁ their principles before the
country, as not only to have elected o Prenident fa-
vorable to a revenue tariff, but, s we believe, n ma-
jority in both houses of 8. The duty now
devolves upon the dem members of Con-
frm of zivirg theirprinciples the annction ef legis:
ative enactment. © owe it to the country now
to readjust the tariff, and make it strictly n revenue
measure.  In doing this, the democracy need take
shelter behind no plex devices in imposing du-
ties, but making justice and fairness our guide, we
desire not to mystify our nets, but intend to  place
before the people a tax il they can nll eomprehend
and appreciate, from ite simpliety and the intrinsic
cor of the principles upon which it i= based.
The ad velorem rate of imposing dutiea in intelligible,
and the revenwe principle is just; so, therefore, we
baldly place our on the d tie dne-
trine of extending oven-handed justice to nll. We
say to the importing merchant,” we will impose a
duty on {nur gooids according 10 their value; thua
Ieaving the wealthy, who conmimae the costly articles,
1o pay most of the tax, while the poorer clunsea,
usually eonsuming the cheapest, will contribute less
towarde defraying the expenses of the federnl gov-
emment,

The extensive impartation of elieap foreign gooda
win the plea nasigned by the ad of the tariff
art passed in 16842, for demanding high duties to
proteet American manufactures '? nat what they

h ized ns the praiductions of the “pauper Ia-
Lorof Europe.” The evil complained of, then, by
the manufaeiurers, was cheap foreign goods coming
o succensful competition with our American
manufactures, This they represented as a most
grievous epil. It wan urged that our well-fed, free
American lubor could not compete in apen markers
with what they stigmatizod as the “pavper labor of
Europe.” This alarming calamity of cheap goods
wna greatly deprecated by our manufacturers, and
for the most obvious of all reasons: it cartailed
their profite; but it enriehed labor and adminis ered
to the comfort of the needy consumer. 1 never
heard of the raiwing n elomor becnuse goods
vere cheap. parchaser naturally desires 1o
buy on the best terme; 8o, therefore, the less money
the hinve to pay for their merchandise, the
better for their interear. But if the same cause
which enables them to buy on the best terma also
enables them to dinprss of their priductions at the
higheat raten, why certainly they ure doubly benefit-
od. Then no rational people will complain of being
ennbled to sell and buy on the most advantageous
termn,  The people—the t mass of the constitu-
ont hody—did not ask ngrens, in 1842, to inter-
pose obatacles in the path of commeres, #o as 10 jm-

lowed by n greatly increased import trade, (as the
pant hi‘g-ry of |h:r country proves tn have been the
atrendant of a 1eduction of duties,) ?rl" reault not
only in augmenting the prosperity of the country
butial o be the means r-fppheing ample nmualar:
the treasory. But while wo entertain these opin-
ions, we do not intend to urge that our system will

ful ne-

und premanent effoct must be to ineresse the P

“‘lr I:lt alluded to did > farniah
#0 far o | heard his remarks, with
the enormous value of the

TON

clevated in price this 40

foreign flhne' 25 ;mrbrum. '1\5:'
thing, i below what the facts will
an addition of 25 per cent. o the
a.wm manufaciures would awell their yulue to

cent. duty on the
we Lhink, if iy~
warmant.  Then

Copital in |Hands em-
vested. ployed

[ NITE T 198 018
Wi
i

T T T

Here we have it stated that in the “yesr preceding
Lat April, 1845, 138,013 hands employed in manu-
facturing, with a eapital invested of §46,101,217,
made the enormous aggregate valua of §57 034 083
of manufactured goods. "fhuld this nuthentic table

for the examinaton of the

uap

tion of the Tt s of

ture reflection.  But what process has thin mig
result heen -:mmplidudr Who surtured, who
now wustaing thin maniufecturing mammothi By
what means, eithar direct or indi ect, wers they en-
ahled, ‘with #0 fow hands, W make such a vast
wam as 87,924,083 of manulsetures in one year!
Then look st the gmu profit made by those engnged
in the fisheries. Here we find 19,244 hands em-
ployed, with a capital inveated of §13,044 550, and
making in value §11.855304. This, wo, is n
protecied interest. Lot the agriculturisw study these
facts, and |h?r: must come 0 the conclusion that
wine poweriu t wan brought o bear o swell
the mriyuc of lh-“:‘. d ml‘u!' M b
besides her own labor, machinery, and capial.
in immaterial what wey you sstimate the cost of the
mw maleriale vead in manuf. ' [

upon the capital inveated, and the wages of labor;
upon any just and fair mode of computing them, the
profits mlll be astounding. As rnmrllnd‘ with the
interest (hat the great mass of the agriculturism
now receive on their capital and Lsbor, the manufiac
turars musl, a8 matters now sland in Massachunatis,
triple or quadruple them. They may institue the
comparison between any of the great manafacturing
and planting, or farming Siates, nnd it will be
shown that the Staies of Massachusetts, New York,
or Penpaylvania, not only get all the benefit w0
be derived by having their manufactures x
but also about nearly all the advantage of tha boast-
od home market, which they urge the sncouragement
of manufetures affords to the farmers.

An for the few hundred bales of cotton taken
from the South, that is no favor; for if you will only
libernte commerce from iis undus restrictions,
lho;’n_ in their cotton would return them double the
o

Wo are opposed 1o the tarill set of 1842 because
Congress can grant ne protection to manufactures,
except by the exercise of the taxing power. No
ane, it is deemed, would have the hardiliood to ad-
vocale a system of fagation with a view to
raine money to prefect the manufacturers, by grant-
ing them bounties; nor, should such a law ever be
proposed and passed, would any one say that the
manufacturers should be wsolely and privately in-
trusted with the collection and dish the
direct tax thus imposed by Congress for their bene-
fit; that these recipients of public bounty should
collect the direct tax and divide it amongst them-
selves, and the government neither know the
amount nor look to the disbursement. All would
condemn such a system. Yet virtually, that is the
effect of the existing lnw, with the single exception
that the tax is imposed indirectly, and saves the
manufactarers the great odium ns well as trouble
which the direct wystem of taxation and bounti

and ma-
hity

up to the enormous sum of §312,-
b M,nmnna&omﬂnutr
of 40 per cent. upon the $50,000, of-'lgn'
which 'lm oI: manufactures, it
nto the federal treasury, and
into the of the many
of y increased in
the trus reason, in my opinion, why the I
rere are so enthusiastic in behalf of protection.
the community pays this enormous tax, and Lhe
manufsciurers receive it. Upon no other rational
groond ean contend that s redullion of the tariff
of 1842 will serionsly injure their profis. But why
shouald not w of manufacturea be regulated by
the lsws of y like the prices of all elher com-
moditios ! Why should the lawn of C be in-
voked to give them prices, when “laws of
conmmares fuil to do i1? 8 propose Lo revoke this
legistuiive franchise which they have been allowed
to enjoy very unrqu—du is, the pri under
l.bmmu uties of prices
in o what the fair laws of would
ruu them; because laws should not far 10
nerease prices above whal the lnws of afford,
for that ean only be done by forcing the people 10
pay more for what they purchase.

But if it coyld be demonstrated that proteciive du-
tiea imposed ne tax on tha consumers for the benefic
of those engnged in manufsctures, yet there are, bo-
miden this, eonclusive reasons againet the system,
amply sulficient to condemn it in the satimation of
all just and unprejudiced persons.
ed the lr'mm of impost taxation 10 reise revense to
deflrmy the expenses of this governmant, and with a
further view of regulating commerce, But no one |
will centend that to » ale means (0 ereale the arti-
clew of trade, and sl le#s 10 place insuperable barri-
ervacross the ch Is of rom. Yela prot
tive tariff bill virtually sccomplishes both. In order
to show its extravagant character, | inviie the atten-
ton of the committee to the following statement
made out al the Treasury Depmrtment (rom & treas-
ury report recently printed by grder of Congress:

A list of all avticles paying duly the last fiseal year ;
also, lhe number of these paying duties over 35 per
cend.

Congress mselect-

'
Articlea at 35 and under 50 oent.
“ ﬂ “ T w&l

CITY, WEDNESDAY NIGHT,

000,000 of | made b

W

JULY 15, 1846.

of ¢
845,

HH

;

55
iis
ﬁ%f

relative populdtion’ &l steted wrirhr't
responding relative exports from the United
thus presenting in u different aspect, and in the moat
striking manner, the depreading afd ‘slevating effect
of high and low duties upon our exports, as com-
pared with the population of the country
Tases E.
Tuble of wxronrs fur several yoars from 1791 Jto 1846;
also, of the rorvLaTion ol each period.

Vours

Exports.

$18 012041
To.971,7 [

19
L

Lad? 108,343, 1 30 |

[
lI
|

Period during the embargo and war omitted.
Tanswx F.

Exporis.

[
u

Articles paying duty at and above 35 per cent., 152
- . under 35 ¢ 155
an

Wheole number paying duty

This list of the articlea paving duty from the Ist
of July, 1844, 10 the Ist ofl‘.l'uir;". !825, making one
entire fiscal year, presents many striking facts, Eghen
are sixty-one articles paying a duty of 35 and under
50 per cent. There are fifty-eight articles paying a
duty of 50 and under 75 per cent. There are twen-
ty-one articles paying a duty of 75 and under 100

r cent.  There are four articles paying a duty of
00 mnd under 125 per cent. There are three arti-
les paying a duty of 125 and under 150 per cont.
There are five articles paying a duty of 150 per
cent., and over that raie; mak in all an .fgm
te number paying duty over 35 per cent. of one
undred and fifty-two articles, which lacks one and
& fraction of being ons-half of the whele number of
articles paying duties daring that fiscal year. It
will be seen, also, that there are articles,
(that is, nearly one third of the articles paying du-
ty,) actually paying a daty over 50 per ceat. ont
af these extraordinarily high duties are not only
protective, but to a great extent prohibitory. That

Jjuat indicated would require of having manufac.
turers' tax-gatherers ing the eountry fto
collect the money oot of which they were l.:“rny
ihemsalyes the bounties. The aystem of aifording
indirect bounties b’ G

. of " claiai

ongress is not only more
n , but is more difficult to
limit as to extent, and far less odious only because
leas intelligible. For exactly asthe value of Amer-
lcan manufactures more nearly approximate to fur-
ninhing the home consumption, so much the greater
ia the aggregale indirect tax in the ahape of en-
hanced price, which the consumers lave to pay;
and for the same reason, as our home manufactares
inceease and supply the home market, n  protective
duty upon imports puis into the treasury less and
leas revenue, while the manufactarers a larger
and larger bounty; beenuse, as you increase the
quantity and value of their goods, you extend the
base upon which protective duties operate o on-
hance these profits, and as you diminish by this
process the imporiations, you cut down the source

farthwith, even i’ put into ul op v
eomplish all thesn vast results, with unerring rer-

of But I wish to know what right hus
this government 1o lay taxes avowedly to foster

tainty ina few months; yet we feel confident of its
exeriing ultimately all the salutary influsncen which
we unticipate, and that a fall and fair trinl of it will
be signalized by far greater prosperity in all paris
of the eountry than resultéd from the passage of the
tariff of 1842. Besides, in financial mattera, nffact-
ing the great vital intereata of the country, scarcely
anything in of more importance than ; and
we hopa now to adjust the tariff on so just and wire
n basia an to innn e that desideratum.

We we by passing thia bill, o remove ma-
ny of :ﬁmnm that now impede our commerce,
and thereby greatly add to the prosperity of the
country. A flourishing eommerce, like the healthy
eireulation ofthe blood, is equally conducive to, as

, without seeing to the colleeting and
disbursing of them? [Is not the power of taxation
the most powerful trust eonferred upon govern-
ment? ls not the government responsible for it
exercise of the taxing power? And will any one
say we have the right o delegate to others the
power of callecting and appropriating lo their own
use the public ilh ing for it
The protection given by the bill of 1842 to manu
facturers affords them bountiea as clearly in the
whape of enhanced prices, ns il had im-
posed o direct tax upon the people, collected and
dintributed it out amongst them.  To deny thim, in
o affirm that the profective tariff doss not confer any

well as demonstrative of, the thrifty condition of the
body politie. Invariably as commerce is enlarged
or diminished, do we find our agricultural products
Fising or falling in value. This I shall establiah
fully in the subsequent part of my remarks. 8o,
therefore, we have ample reasons in passing 1his bill
to anticipate n greatly increased commerce, and that
we are sure will impari a greatly inuan;ed valué 1o

benefit. But if it a confers benefit, it ia m;i by
luding from our markets the foreign cheap
goods,-or else by sustaining the price of American
goods, So, therefore, whatever benefil it confers,
comes through the ?euy of Congress in exercising
the taxing power, nnd their being the recipienia of
the bounty, or else no benefit whatever is conferred;
nnd if 80, a protective tarifl in of ne advantage to
the manufacturers, . That the latter supposttion
and i# er the 1 and elo-

all of our agri | This I

™

quant app made by members on this floor de-

of the springs of e.nmm:na will, we nre t, re-
vivily many interests now suffering from the want
of good u.n! atendy markets. In facilitating an  ex-
change of commotdilies, we expect to increase the
whagen of labor, the profits of commerce, the value
of onr staple productions; and in deing this, we are
wure means will be created suflicient to warrant the
enterprining in employing 1he illdualr: of the coun-
try, fully and profitably. These mighty results wo
propose to attain by doing justice to all, snd impos-
ing burdens on no one. e mra for reducing the
enormounly high duties imposed by the bill of 1842,
not only because they are oppressive (o agricul-
ture, ee, and the nerally, but
I ] # do not need more protec-
tion than a bill fenmed solely with & view to revenie
would afford them. Thivis ne  assertion made at
random. ‘The history of several States of thin
Union nt la in facts il ive of ita truth. 1
will not trenpass further on the attention of the com-
mittee than to eite two examplest lhcri:uhum d of s-

I

pieting the ruinous covsequences that woull reault
10 them by passing the bill now under conaidera-
tion, an a subatitute for the nct of 1842, and implo-
ring ua in the most persunsive manner, and e:[:l'h
il.i.rlf' the gre t loss they would sustain by the fall
in the price of their manufacturea—all go w prove,
in the moat irrefragable manner, that they do derive
much greater profite now, than they would withowt
proteetion.  In contending for protection, the man-
ufacturers will not stultify themeelves by denging
that it does augment their profits.  For il it confers
ne ndvantnge on them, .afm clearly prove that it
tmpoverishes all other parta of the eonntry, it is
mare than folly, nay, air, it is erimioal, to persist in
ach a policy,  Hat the struggles of the manufae-
wiring interests on  thie floor—the eondition of
thesa districts ns compared with the agriculural—
prove conclusively that they gain greatly, while
the balanee of the community lose equally as much
and pechaps much more. But as it was not my
i 1o expand my views upon this hranch of

gar in Louiniena, and the nmo

It n L]
in Mansnchusetis, The other day | listened to. the

the subject, Lwill, for the sake of illustrating my
iti ale n fow of the protected articlen;

remarks made by the ber from Louis [Mr.
Hansawson,] with pleasure and admirtion, grow.
ing out of the fact, that he had both the head and
heart, though himself engaged in planting, and situ-
ated in the midst of the sagar planters—n large and
wenlthy clans in his State, and conatituting the only
agriculiural interest in the Bouth which derives any
submiantial benefit from proteetion at the hands of
this Envernmﬂll,— et that, under such eirpumatan-
oo, he whould manfully ndvoeate the revenue tariff,
an proposed by the democeacy, nn the only fair and
wiwe poliey for this government (o puraue.

It im universally admited that the sugar planiers
of Louisi are, and have Leen, under the fostar-

pede it eareer,and thus, by dimi g I
from nbroad, enable our monofcturers st home
greatly to elewate the price of thew goods.  But the
manufacturing closses, and those immediately in
their influenoe, implored Con, o geant them
protection againet the millions of chenp fureign gooda
daily nm.':f.'.-m. the Amarienn mrkﬂlf:pénsm-
e com lewvened  their Their unjust
and selfish request wan grantsil,  The I‘-‘lrﬂimmlt
haw Leen fairly tried. o tarifl’ low of 1842 did
enhanee the price of goods. Not only did it do that,

1on

but e hed it by g onr o
aud greatly smpairing the value of our agricultural
“inples, i Il.[ in our lending agriculirnl staples

nw had m Wlighting effeet npon the mechanien, (atdes-
men, professonal men, and all others employed in
the agriculiaral disrictn.  This whig remedy of ex-

o | reduged down to the point |

ing eare of government, realizing vastly larger prof-

;ming the value of thoss we manufneture, an well
an of those we import; and show 10 what extent
the community is taxed for the benefit of the man-
ufacturers, 1

T'he aggregate valus of only four leading articles,

tares of iron, shoes, boots, and other maoufactures
of leather, made in the United Stnten, as eatimate
in the census of 1840, is §167 B68.359, These
mame articlen are doubtleas of much ter value
The facts stated will justify us in eatimatin

now,
the walue, at present, of all the articles protuc!uﬁ
by the actof 1842, at t’ullr 50,000,000, From an

satimate made from Doe. No. 240, 3 seasion of the

ongaged in that business will derive amplo and ro-
munemting pricea for their sugar after the duty s
iented im the bill be-
fore us. But the able member from Bowton [Mr.
Winrtnnor| pursued a different conrse of argument.
The proaparona condition of his State, and particn-
Tarly of her manufaotures compared with the gen
ernlly depressad condition of the agricultural States,
seemed not 1o suggent 10 him the causen which ne-

cluding ghe » from a fair competition
with our “"ufﬁ‘m‘“l:‘dm effected her most
*Xirmnrdinary result. 'I"luy now, when their hoan-
«d remedy han bean the people, grave-

1y st 16 wark to prove that, sinee the.pasange of the
proteetive wnriff, f?:qy ean manufacture goods ar
cheapy in this country as they can be made snywhe e

—thus proving that their remedy - to Aefand

them-

thin_diwparity, and, if persisted in, will

teit. He rather seemed possessed of the
idea, that whatever poliey sui ed his State would
rxert cqually as salutary an influence npon the other

¥

ita than any ether clnss of agriculturiats in thisconn- | 37th Congresa, the nzgregate average annual value
try. That the high mie of protection ted 1o | of the manufs es of woal, cotlon, iron, and man-
the sugar pl { imposing an extravaganily | uf of iron, and shoen, boots, and other man-
high duty on imported sugar, i a loading facturen of leather, imported, from 1837 1o 1840,
in their great profita, no eandid or senaibie man can | wan only §21.207,198. But sinca the fmup of the
daubt. And wsince the argument of one of her | high wnill of sti there has been a falling off in the
members on this Boor, no one can doubt that those | importation of these four articlos. It will be a lib-

aral eatimata, from this data, to supposs that, out of
our preasnt importations, only about gm,fm:m
in amount eame in competition with our American
manufactures.  As apon nearly all the protected
articles the duty is very high, I'will place the duty
on thivm at forly per eent. borrgm. then, by the
act af 1843, impones n protectiye duty of forty per
eont, on the 000,000 of importa eoming in com-
petition with our mandfhetires.  As the duty in-
crenses the price of the imparted articla in the Amer-

| inan market greatly above what it sells for in the
forsign,

we ocontend that this proteative duty of 40

cent, y clovaten the prics of the American
et i Soncription, Whiak the bigh duties

mm-‘,udnmu-mmuurmmu
they did not avail themaelves of the henefine of the | were designed urun. But we will sapposs the
poliay. In this he evidently looked dissimilari- | §250,000,000 of American manufactures are only

embracing woollens, cottons, iron, and manufae- | .

n of these aties 1o a revenue
standard—any to a maximum of 30 per cend,—would
greatly incrense the importations, cannot be doubted,
even by the most bigoted ndvocate of . Ine
deed the extravaganily high rate of daty imposed by
the law of 1842, proves how very strong the tenden-
ey wan to import theae articles thus so high y tax-
ed. Perhaps o fair and safe measure to caleulate
what will be the increass of importations by reduc.
ing the tariff, is to examine and aseerwin how high
they had to elevate the duties in order to 1esist the
heavy tide of importatione setting in towards this
eduntry; for either the tariff party were for protect-
ing their intecesta against well-foundgd and really
heavy importations in requiring these high duties
to be imposed, or else they were laboring under r
delusion based upon inaccurate data, and therefore
were defending themselves from imnginary and not
real dongers, #o far an they dreaded free and full
foreign” competition, If the first position is cor-
rect, my plan of measuring the probable increane
in commeres by lowering the duties down to the
smimple revenue point, by looking to the rate per
cent. ofgduty the tariff men deemed it proper to im-
pose in order to secure protection, will be fully sus-
tained, But if they were mistaken in estimating
what lerable portion of e ing into
the canntry would be restricted by the prohibitory
measures they passed, then the prstection sought
wan nugatory, and the commerce of the country
would be but slightly increased by lowering the ox-
iming duty, [ amagine, however, they were not
80 devoid of their usual keenness in finding out
fully and nccurately whatever would promote their
intereat, aa to have been guilty of the folly of pasa-

§o' 891 050

73,840 208
133, et Ba6
114,648 006

(L25]

During the period embraced in table E, that is,
from 1791 to 1807, the duties did not aw 15
per cent. So that was eminently atime of free
tratle; and during that period we ive that in
1791, with a population of 4,000, our exports
were only $19,012,041. In 1800, with a lation
of 5,300,000, our exports had gone up to §70971,
780. And in 1807, with a n of 7,000,000,
out exports had risen o the enormous amount of
#106,343,150. Here we find a rapid progressive in-

in the value of our ex , compared winh
our increase in population. The country then felt
and i d the € i kel § P
ment; nor wern our manwfuctures insignificant then
or unthrifty. For Mr. Guilatin, as Secretary of the
Treasury m 1810; in his celebrated report to Con-
upon manufactures, observes that many lead-
as P
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te amount of duties mken off in (welve
541 90,

s

tmde, we find a most extrnordinary coineidence in

. [l the faces just explained in relation to the effect of

‘.':‘d bow ﬂw;::nnmdn increased e and
dotton, identical attend
the tobacco trade. .

b

of tobae-

#50 Wﬂrr hogwhead,
y of the crop may
explain this; but in preparing the tables many years
are embraced in esch period, »o0 na to include the
existence of high and low tariffs, and it is fair to in-
for that ca would as frequently affect the esti-
males on one side as on the other. The avernge
::::b;: of ﬂ.mm exporied, and the av

ring the se riods, hogalend, K
stand out boldly in the l':btn. inwmnwmmmion of
the essidn iafficied upon the whacco planter by

h_‘iml'l conclade this view of the subject by invi-
ting attention to one other statistical statement rela-
tive to the flour trade, which is equally interdsting
s Uhose -Il-tr notieed, and fully a» instructive 1o
the farmers. 1t will be found, on examining the ful-
lowing table ithatndi

shows the operaution of (he
, and the ulight changes « ade ml.h.c:\r':
paseed

}

The casual ob-

4!

bl
wotion of duuar-; or elee he
ve, and insista that the bill
that it thereby defeatod
of an adequate revenue. e latter
of ita effect to prove that ¥ per

o

to flanr, that
the boasted of o home markot for bread.

stuffs, which the advoeates of protection -ﬂnsd
would be ereatad during the aperation of high du.
tien, yot, strange 16 may, during their existence ' we
exported nnnually on an average a number of
barrely of four,and at reduced prices, than we did
during the period of low duties.

Froum,
\ vake

Statement ing the average annual quantity
we, and ,a al stated peri
1631 o 1045, chcturrer v

Avarags
Year, Barrels. Value, price
hnel'.“

Exported under lwe
uties, (rem 1621
to 1894 -snaual
e . $4,000,718
Ex under low [
dutien, from 1835 |
fo 153 —annusl| |
AVErRge . o 1007182
Exparted under low
uthes, from 1883
ta IS4 —snoual
uverkge b o
Exported under high
dutles, from 1
1845 —annual|

s 0

A A8T 403 (F ]

5,680,659 am

to

1,158 424 4

branches then might be d d pe y
entablished; and that their gross product at that
carly duy was §120,000,000, or, in other worda, that
we made ona haff of our ies mt home, for our

anly §73,840,508. So much for the depressing
effect of the high duties during 1820 and 1830.
During that period our exports retrograded, while
our papulation increased. But we will examine the
next period, under the compromisn, and we find
that with a population of 17,069,453 our exports
rapidly rose up to §133,685,946. From Ihii‘:‘lll!fg
ing state of things we turn agai a period of hig

d':iu; and in 15:& with a pﬂpumon of 19,560,000
our exports have again tumbled down to §114,646-
606. These ara stubborn faocts, and should be in-
structive. These tables are worth thinking over.
In them we find additional facts upon which to
found arg g this le quackery o
attempting to control the industry and enterprise of
the country by Congressional laws. We find, ur-
der the restrictive system, that a8 you raise the du-
ties, you cut down our exports, and they no longer,
a3 in'the periods of low duties, go on increaning at
a rapid ratio in preportion as our population in-
creases.  While on this branch of the subjeet, it is
pertinent also to show to what extent high duties
impair the priee of our exports. But in doing this,
1 lm:hlu recourse to facts us a basis for my ar-
iment, for we cannot, in financinl affairs, nor
oed in other businesa matters, rely upon theories

ing high restrictive lnwa to protect
i hing, 8o, th ,F take it, n protec-
tive tariff i designed not rmldr to enhance prices,
but first 1o a‘imhignimpnru, pon no other prin-
ciple ean 1 account for their anxiety to admit dye
atuffa, which they eannot produes, and therefure
whieh to purchase on the best terms, duty free, and
their engerness to prohibit those foreign  articles
coming in competition with those they manufae-
ture, lznn that they get the first in greater quanti-
ties, and mueh eheaper, when they come in duty
free; and the exelusion of foreign competition in the
second inatance givea them the monopoly of the

and g ¥y We can test
the of our pri by relinl

2ot
P

age q Yy per 4
f | elugive, over the former period fr

le facts, and | be

]
i
|

It ia heve shown that our expors of f

aged per annum, from 1821 to 18;4. :’n:;u.d'::

909,370 barrels, at an avernge price per barrel du-

ring that period of §5 53. But from 1525 to 1832,

lu F:ulvg our exporus of flour averaged pvraﬂ:r:‘
f barrels, at an ave price :

ari rﬁ: it P:;a i

exparied an annual
of 948 barrels of flour, at an ave

ce :tr of §6 01 for the entire period, t
though we exported from 1825 10 1832 on an aver-
age per annum 1,017,162 barrels of Aour, and from
1833 to 1842 only on an average per annum of 946+
287 barrels, yet, strange as it may seem, our ex
porta of flour.in the latter period brought annually
into the country §3%2,14]1 more money than in the
former, when we exported so much larger quantity.
So, under a reducing scale of duties, the farmers re-
ceived better prices for their flour, both at home and
abroad. But from 1843 to 1845 we exported on an
average annum 1,158,426 Larrels of flour, at an
average . arnual price per barrel of only $4 58.
Thus, notwithstanding the E:lt increase in the
i m 1843 10 1845, in-

om 1833 10 1843,
yet the flour exported in, the latter, during low du-
ties, brought snnually into the ecountry $382,501
mare money than the quantity exported since
the of the present tariff law. The tablea
prove, that under the higzh tariff we exported n
much larger guantity of flour, and at greatly reduced

redustion ull after 1836
or 1588 ionm were ruinous. Both
of these viows are erroneows; No one will cantend
t  bofal repeal of momny duties s mof n reouction.
Then the immense smsunt by which the free lint
o by adding the vast

which the duty 1-.& beon

. sudden diminutinn of the ag-

gregate amount of revenue received into the trens-
ury, and the great i in the importations, de.
monstratethat the duty must have been greatly re-
duged soon nfter the passage of the I bill.
n no other state of facts can any one expluin why

the amount of revenue into the treasury an-
nually, from 1883 to 1838, whould full groatly under
what was Wy paid into the treasury the same
numbar of yuufuu procading; when, after 1833,
the im were greally increased above what they
were an number of years immediatoly
before that time. Nor is the sther position any
mare tenable, for the free lmt increased, and the tax-
able base of 'Impouu&nm was to that extent dimin-
ished. Of course, If you impose & duty of 20 per
cerit. upon only 868,128, 152—which was was the
amount of imports peying duty in 1834, while
the imports that year free of duty amounted
W the enormous wam of  §685.303, 180 —you
will wot collect as much reseniie 08 you were
col when the tarable base of the importations
em ninedenths of the imports under an ave-
rage duty of lhifx-h-rw cent.  But this mode of
d . Income from a revenua tanfl of
low rates of duty is absurd. We to lay a
reveaue duty on nine-tenths of the imported goods.
Sup we place the lurw at one hundred and
thirty or one hundred forty millions per annum,
mdm the mtes of duty as are proposed in the
bill dimcussion o wach an import trade: can
any candid man question bot that the government
would reeeive revenue?

11 was the great increase in the free lint that caused
the bill to bring in so amall an amount
of revenue. Stru #% iU mhy seem, it appears
from Dac. No. 2 of the first seasion of the 27th Con-

, that the amount of grods imporied
;mddury for seven

r-n. from 1834 1o 1840, wan,
per annum, $71,798, hils, by the same docu-
ment, it is Ty

312; w

that hltl"n same length of time—
i, dﬁum.“]m o lMﬂ U";ﬂ[;ﬁ;l;:;f
amobunt of imports aty was on L T48,-
457, Bo ““len‘ 'rln! rmml:l was col-
during that time, from less than one-half of owr

vl to show that the great reduction of
dut; compromise bill was not confined to
articles of luxury, and that the taxes were reduced
| greatly upon many of the leading necosanrisn of life-
'l slatement from fables prepared af the Treasury [):,

partment, showing the of dubies remilted on
xlm following articles, from 1834 lo 1808, inclu-

i

Cn woollons -
Waorsted stafls
Bilks .

- $8.721L070 B
7900685 o2
15,624,400 &1

Linen - -

‘;n- Trom Uhine -
rown 8 r

CoffFe u': .

Bar iron, rolied -

;:ll; iron, manufactured o

= b080000 fd
. = BAT) 08 G5
. 2000081 40

rotherwlse -

Amount reduced on ten articles . -

‘This i an interesting statement to the eornrnmern,
rhiifindy 1

We find that, during the s
and Van Bnreu.;g J204,719 34 of fax wos remiiled
on fen leading articles, That from 1830 10 1841, it
in shown by the next eding table, that an nggre-

gota amount of 062,541 90 of taxes were re-

pmdpu- barrel, than we did 1ohen the dities were re-
duced.

The effort of the manufacturers to force a home
market is here proven not only to be a failure, but

in-| the mode in which they propose te accomplish i

sk al

s wrongin p ple; and the

to support it are not only proven T.IY experience to
ﬁl?mmlu. but to persist in urging them now is

ad i

from them, he who runs may learn | of wia-
dom. 1 have stated that high duties impair the
price of our exporte; and in corroboration of that
opinion, 1 ndduce the following tables; prepared at
the treasury from official documents. In these ta-
blea the year 1843 (when a change was made, an
heretofore stated, in our fiscal year) In not omitted,
beeanse the aim wan not so much o show the quan-
tity and value as the price during the periods in-
dicated.

Corron.

Statement exhibiting the average annual

erease of recond period over the first, aval the decrease
aof the third as compared with the second.

Tanre C.

First period.

Avarage from
152410 1833,
under high
luties,

0,006, 010
A1 639,605

Socond pcriud]fnmlunl neo-
Avarage (rom | ond period over
1834 1o 1849 | the first,
under reduced
dutles.

45,714,360
15,006,700
1

$136,392,840
117,506,300

Improris
Exports

Tane D.

¥ wantily,
home mmli;:;:::i‘lhnr:ﬁazn better p:M'..,, :ll:el}ﬂr;: alsh wil pﬂf,;:_{ :nmm? exported ol 'M,med:.
? I melug!
acticle on the best terms) in one case, n]:ld hyriul- _ Jrom 1831 1o 1645, B i 2
ling their goodes, in the other, for the highest price. C la §
| These considerations satislfy me that we may safely Teant. Pounds, Vs, 1| p:m
reduce the dutien, and greatly increase the ve 199 _ |
of the eountry, and with that the general welfure of | Exporte | under fow |
the Union. {n support of this poaition, 1 again uties, from 1621
have recourre lo facts. N erage O 18858 | 421,040,386 | 14cts, 8 m.
In nrgning financial questione, it is unaafe to rely | Export™d under high
upon isolated fucts or detached statements; for that f;'"'l'ih;’_":'n;ﬁ;
remion | hinve selected perinds extending through | o™ goggizm | ssarasme | tiets. 1 om.
weveral years, and embracing in each period the sev- | Exported under flow! |
eral materinl changes in mlr)[inm tal policy. !ulitll’hl}mm |:aal I
: . ~anniu
The following tables C, D, E, F, were carefully l‘:r““ " Pl WP T PR g
prepared at the Treasury Department, from public | pynort'd uader bieh
documents: duties, from lulT
T to 1545 —annu
Average annval import and exports from 1825 to 1833,  average i 776,976,850 | 51,640,043 | Gote @ m.
from 1834 1o 18472, and from | B44 to 1845; wilh in- PR |

Thus we find that the home market does not en-|
hance the price of our agricultural staples; but we
are foreibly taughtthe fact, that as you reatrict tom-
metce ',wh-.i:dfait the.value of our exports; and, on
the other hand, that as you liberate commeres from

mitted. Yet'in the fuce of such facis, some gravel
1o th salatary (HR i B BIRYEY

of t P
As a natural {nd cortain result of these great
ionm of duties, te revived, and by i
resyacitating influencen infused life and prosperity
all over the country. Lest thers may be some
doubt #till updn the point | have just argued, T will
cite' one other ovidence from the official documents
in another table prepared av the Treasury Depart-

o
bill,
"

ment: .

Aanual averare value of imports duri iody fram
1825 (o 1833, from o 1843, -3;:-”1343 to
1B45; also, average annual value of imports free of

; and average annual vale per cenk. qf duty on
:‘:'rqm‘cutu of imports al each perivd; .

restrictions, you by give an impulse to
trade, and ®o angment their value. 'When by the
operation of your mmedudpalicy. the agricolturints
get low prices for their produce, you diminish their
abifity ta purchase or to give employment 1o othern,
and thus, by bringing about low prises for agrical.
tuui,mp@u,gou crente hard times in the planting
and farming Siates, and you thus force them to con-
sunde. less and axgn more in quantity, but also to
get leas in price. 8o, too, hard times thus breught
about equally curtail the ability ofall others o con-
sume our staples as well as your manufacturers; and
the ayatem which it was said would stimulate and
sustain 0 good home market for our agricultural

roductions notonly fails to accom ﬁ;h'ﬂi-: muil‘

: . ion in the Serisct

t ends by inducing p in the ag
Sintes, and that affeets the genoral ability of the
"Thus this grasping cu-

eountry 1o ennsume gooda,

Eatimated avernge
rate per cent. ol

Yenrn. Tmports, | Free of duty| duaty odaggregate
nmount  of jm.
paris,

1E25 to 1533 ru,m‘n $19.500,093) 3403 per oent,
(834 to 18421 135 982 ALT 64,110,335 16,96 per cent.
1844 to 1845| TI2R4,TRD|  EAAAT, W88 per cent,

In thin stntement, we huve the annual average
importa for stated periods; also the same of the
goods imported free of duty, and the same of rate
%r cont. upon the lgn!:n wvalue of imports,

e find b ining th , that from
1395»15:{1“ eatimated average annual rate of
duty, pereent., on the e amonnt of impo) s
‘wad 34 per ecent. and n fractien; in the second
period, 1834 10 1842, the estimated nverngn

pidity efassociated wealth, in g, by leg
devicea and sophistieal arguments, 10 control the
labor of the evuntey, and reap all the profita by
monopolizing the home market, is apt in a few
years to defeat imelf, booaune it deatroys the nhility
of the American consumers to purchnne,
This: failore of continuing to receive rich contris
butions from the ity, ind the 1

Thin table, scting forth the average annual ex-
port value and price of cotton for the periods (ndlca-
ted from 1821 to 1845, proves the mingular exact-

turers Tin. in some short time, to eall on Cangress
for yet higher protection. Therefore, the more we
grany, the more they demand; and for the nimple
reason that the principle s radically wrong and

ness with which this greatest of agricultural |

rises or falls, an the duties upon importa up or
down, The prosent very low should induce
the planter toinquireinto the catses that produce euch
injurious results. It cannot be ancribed to over pro-
duction, for that has been progressing mince 1821;
and by easting the eye over the table, it will be
plainly aeen, that though the quantity regularly in-
crensed, yot, an the turiff policy vib from high

p in e y. But there was nover

| ratn of duty per eent. on the azgregate
amount of importe was 16 per cent and a fraction.
Thin was certuinly a great redoction, being under
ane-halfof what it was in the first period.  Well,
in the third peried, from 1844 to 1845, the estimuted
average annunl Fate of duity, per cent , on the nggre=
mumwm of imports was 26 per eent. and n

ion. Here we find n'decided increase in the
duty, an d with the p Ying period under
the pperation of (he promiss bill—un
avee 50 per cent.  Thus, thess starements, from nf-
fiein , all in the powiti tken in the

tables relating to Botton, tobacco, and flonr,  Ho
therefors, mny' datn being sorrect, my \nferences aro

n 1 pplied 1o any wy than to
call the atdvocates of high duties the peculinr friends
of the Iabor of the eountry. The eatchwords of
’ ing free Amari Inbor mgainat the paue

per lnbor of Europe,” is a favarite tarm with those
who adyoeate resimictive duties, and might have
mu?._rcunﬂuiuu in truth were the manufactaring

o fow duties, the price of cotton aleo vibrated, in ex-
nct unison, from high to low. Look at the increased

| Second perind
|Average from
1584 to 1840,
ninler vedueed
dutles

Third period. | Decrease of thind
Avernge from| peried from the
1844 10 1848, second
under increas
ed duties.
$112,844.790
112,008 400

-I.;rnﬂ-
Exports

1 s g

117, 0 364

Tt will be found, by an examination of this table
that during the mnnx period, under the auspices of
the mmpmminhl.rﬂi. l\'mn1 1834 1o IBr‘!l. there n::
an incroass in the annual ave of our impo;
aver the preceding period of hi:hpduliu, from 1835
1o 1893, of §45,714,339; and that our exports during
the same period kept pace with our importa in the
regular annual average . and they too, in-
ereased under the compromise bill over ihe
ing perlod_of high duties, from 1895 1o 1833, 10

769, Thess are striking facts, and conclu-
wsively show how wonderfully our cymmerce is aug-
mented as you diminish the mis of daty. Bot &
}it:. frther !l.n';illltio:]! U':E. yet more full o
iwh thin point. .By can ayn over y i
will be -f:; that n’enmg-nﬁm in institated between

pplies of cotton from 1825 1o 1832, and note the
fall in prices during that time, and then look at the
increased supplien fron 1832 to 1642, and mark the
rise in pricenin the Intter rd«d Ba

Congress passed the high tariff bill of
how the price of eotton has fullen.
1632 thers waa an increase 1n the eotton erop of al-
mast 75 per cent., and the I from 14 centa
per pownd, which it uring the four T
w&uﬁn‘ down to 11 eents per . Ba
mwnl 10 1942 thare wan & :’uifg iprhm“
CTH pee dent, T the y, bt rose,
Hevorthaliam, o fovw il pof pound. From 1813 to
1845 there wna mill nbout the same increase of 74
e e, in the erop, but the prics again ff fo 6
canta per pound. inly i both instances, under
high duties, the eotion erop, ae thers wan about the

ut

the becond poried, during the operation of the com-

nis, the eapital invested, and the profits
resulting therefrom, equally divided ont amongst the
poor operatives; of if the law required that alt the

and "

great commercial and il mavements of
the age are based upon the introduetion of more en-
In and liberal principles, in lien of ancient re-
sirictive myatems. Even 'the Chitieae are becoming
more inclined to partieipats #n the great commercial
exchanges which, br adding to the comfort, civili-
gitlan, nnd wealth of nations, band them twzether
the stronewit tien of mutunl good will and friend-

fita over six per cont. whould be equally divided | ship, The Zoll-Verein treaty, which was proposed

mn l;:; hands amployed. V\:m thin tl:r citie léetm this coaniry and ' the Ummnudculu.mlr
n y these gentlemen m e niagn, was di n n reoip { reduction o
tecting American Inbor. Bmﬂnmuw:u ala:'tl&’ duties,  The repeal mlﬂ British eorn lawn,
the opposite: the g of eapital own the fac- |and ‘w general vel ot her yaiam,
hﬁu.ndlbmﬂjnr the theit |in naother siop takea in Whalf of fres trade.
syatem in for the benefit of capital, and not lahor.  |The recent 'anxisty manifasted by porsons both

But do not the the commercial men, | here and in. Great Britain” 1o rediion  the ram
the milors, and urists, pre-eminently | of postage, wpon the groudd that o reasonable
eonstitate the * Are not | reduction i inerenss W8 revenie from  pomte

iw an addisional comypliment patd 10 the does

instta to be puted o ght of when you |t af iree trade.  Hach oren few of the great of-
apeak of “ires American labor?  When their pur. | fort being mode 10 disembarrass (his enfightaned
wuitd are unprofimble, do they eall on to | age from the n hatiles 1 upon the
lewrinlute M-hwhiguwi&ﬁmdwfm oom- of during the dark ages. Al
i 1o donl with tham and eontribute 10 their |eady wa havn both fuoes and aTgumeEn® o Rustain
Yot these are the clasves to taxed | the ‘of fres trade, amil 10 show  that there s o
banefit of Amerienn: associaled woralth, om- and junt vate at which revenue dutien ahould
in man , that will be most auwspicioas for all the
it may be that the tables jast dﬁmﬁu:ry&:nd at the same a\“MI:

0, relating o cotton, \nhn-lm are o rovenus 1 vernment. i
trarily arranged, and that the Mﬁmbﬁh % t wnd i | have jowt besn ale
uﬁ'ﬂh.ﬂwwm Y 1 1o the t tmrrieid out in Gireat Brite
are erronsouns, it is mrhuuh-dc&q: nin, it rn vo invite the attention of the commis-
if true, they refute every argument urged by tee 10 the following extract from s spesch of Mr‘

who are for placing heavy restrictions on commeree, to page 252,




